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SUPEEle-it vOUBT OF THE DISTRICT OF^LUMBIA 

CIVIL DIVISION 



HIHRETU BUL.TI DAS IS 
621712TH - ST. NW . 
WASHINGTON DG . 2001 



vs. 



FILE 



Plaintiff 

Superior §^a^. 
of ths Bisirie* $ Colui 
Washington, Q<a 





*S BRANCH 



BRIGHT HOOD POSTAL STATION # 'H< K 

riA/+ *a<^-#ovn I SEP 2419% 

district of: columbiaCudc) I - —"■—' 

HOWARD UNIVERSITY ^-<BC-- ^##3*^ 

Jt^^-sr.V*;- Defendants 
U.S. HOUSING AUTHORITY - 

AT DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

tt/'&o-fieesH - T^f * complaint 



fomb/a 
c. 



%% 



1. Jurisdiction of this court is founded on D.C. Code Annotated, 1973 edition, as amended, Sec. 11-921. 
DENIAL OF ACC-ES DUE TO RACIAL ATTACK* SEGREGATION IN HOUSING AND BOTH 
IN COMMUNITY AND PRIVATE COLLEGE DUE TO HATE CRIME* 

POSSIBLE POSTAL FR0UD, DIS HONESTY AND VIOLENCE IN ALL PUBLIC AND 
GOVERNMENT COMPANIES REACHED. 

PROVECKATIVE ACTS AND HARRASEMENT RECEIVED IN THE SAME MANNER IN ALL 
QF THE MENTIONED OFFICES. _ 

Wherefore. Plaintiff demands judgment against Defendant in the sum of $^2_£___ 

with interest and costs. 



District of Columbia, ss qio-78-1327 



Phone: 



MIHRETU BULTI Dv 



_, being first duly sworn on oath deposes and says that the 
foregoing is a just and true statement of the amount owing by defendant to the plaintiff , exclusive of all 
set-offs and just grounds of defense. 



(Plaintiff 



Subscribed and sworn to before me this 



Q\ ^ day 



nf £±ft>. 



19. 



Agent) 

ft 




FO&M CYi6i-lC13*May 8S 



(Notary j^ubEc/©^«t$t451<eEk) 



Caie 1:05-cv-013£ 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
CIVIL DIVISION .. '' 



PlaintiffTsjF fcf*- fc ^ Civil Act 




:ion No. 98 ca 
MIHEETU BULTI DASISA 

" 621 7-12TH-KW_ W. DC. 200 
vs. 

* Ms . LAYEMB Etljfef endan l (s j^, 

UNIVERSITY OF DIS^.OF CoLuMBj' 
420OC0NNECTCUT AVE.N.W — 

. W.D-C- 20068 *' ■* 

AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE BY ^REGISTERED /CERTIFIED MAIL 




I# mlimaJuj h'nlti dasisa 



hereby state the following: 
■■,...'■. ... That my age and birth date are. as follows 

03/05/38 



under oath do 



That my residential or business address is: 

6217-T2TH- ST-WW /W.DC,2DQir 



*r 



That a copy of the Initial Order, Complaint and Summons 

was mailed by the affiant to the above named defendant 

akp. ?a. i qqj? by registered/certified mail. 

That the return receipt attached hereto was signed by 

■ : TRKT>T)0T^ HALT. T n tA^EP.PF / the Defendant herein or 

udc, 4209- CQNN- AV.flW. ?qqqr , a person of suitable age 



and discretion residing therein at the Defendant's usual place of 
abode,, and the said receipt show the date of delivery as 
3/25/9 8 ■: . 






If return receipt does not purport to be signed by the party named 
in the Summons, then state specific facts from which the Court can' 

sceipt meets the 
" ss as required by 



o 

CL 

■E 
o 
o 



SENDER: 

m Complete items 1 a nd/br 2 for additional services. 
* Complete items 3, 4a, and 4fck 

■ Print your name and address on the reverse of this form so that we can return this 
card to you. 

» Attach this form to the front of the mailp?ece 1 or on the back jf space does not 

permit, 
ft Write 'Return Receipt Requested" on the mallpiece befow the article number- 

■ The Return Receipt will show to whom the article was delivered and the date 
dehverefl 

; 3. Article Addressed to: . 



4a. Article Number 






4b. Service Type 

,13-ftegistered □ Certified 

□ Express Mail □ Insured 

□ Return Receipt for Merchandise □ COD 



5. Received 




M£ 



1 



\y: (Print Name) ' 



m 6. Signature; (Addressee VrAgefit) 



PS Form 3811, Decerntf 



4l 

ntfe/ifi 




I also wish to receive the 
following services (for an 

extra fee): 

1 . D Addressee's Address 

2. D Restricted Delivery 
Consult postmaster for fee. 



7. Date of Qelive 



u 



8. Addressee's Address (Only if requested 
and fee is paid) 



o 



gnature 



*&**- 




£nrfc 



C i 



b£ary public 



33 



io2595^s-b-o229 Domestic Return Receipt -f 



i 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
Civil Division 



MIHRETU BULTI DASISA, 
Plaintiff, 



Mm %-:.niM VI 



CJvil Action No. 98-CA-7267 




BRIGHT WOOD POSTAL STN., etal tj 
Defendants. 



DEFENDANT UNIVERSITY OF THE DtSTRICT OF COLUMBIAN ANSWER 

,. .,... ___■ First Defense 

The Complaint fails to state a claim for which relief can be granted. 

Second Defense 
1 . and 2. Defendant University of the District of Columbia ("UDC" or "the University"} has 

insufficient information upon which to admit or deny the allegations of lines 1 and 2 
of the Complaint, but asserts that mass marketing letters signed by Dr. LaVerne 
Blagmon-Earl were distributed world-wide in the Spring of 1 998; and that follow-up 
letters inviting new enrof lees to a mandatory orientation session were mailed on 
August 3, 1 998; that plaintiff submitted an incomplete application package on July 
5, 1 998 and on August 5, 1 998 paid the Twenty Dollar ($20,00) application fee, but 
otherwise never completed his application. 
3 through 6. Defendant UDC has insufficient information upon which to admit or deny the 
. allegations of lines 3 through 6 of the Complaint, and since no exhibits were 
attached to the copy of the Summons and Complaint delivered to the University, 
has no idea what help or request for help is being referenced by plaintiff. 
7. Defendant UDC has no information regarding the receipt of any financial aid for . 

plaintiff 



itff&fchteagEOite^ataaeflcteiiAfi 
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8 and 9. Defendant UDC admits receipt from plaintiff of several irrelevant documents about 

plaintiff and a photocopy of an unofficial transcript purportedly from the University 
of Massachsettus at Amherst. 
10 through18. Defendant UDC denies plaintiff's allegations, contentions, characterizations and 

conclusions expressed in lines 10 through 1 2 of the Complaint and asserts that Ms, 
Linda Conquest remembers plaintiffs visit to the admissions window at UDC on 
August 5, 1 998 and denies that any snatching, harassment, or any type of assault 
occurred and that no group of people dealt with plaintiff. Plaintiff refused to 
understand that his application was incomplete and that his documentation was 
unacceptable. Mr; Miles Johnson recalls making a telephone call to plaintiff's home 
upon receipt of a letter of complaint from plaintiff, but that plaintiff refused to come 
to the phone when Mr. Johnson identified himself as a UDC official. Mr. Johnson 
M$o recalls that the woman who answered the phone laughed and told him that 
plaintiff was going to sue everybody* 
19 and 20. Defendant UDC denies the allegations of lines 1 9 and 20 of the Complaint 
21 to end. Defendant UDC denies any allegations of wrongdoing that may be discerned from 

the balance of the Complaint, which appears to involve other institutions in other 
places and is beyond the ken of anyone at UDC. Defendant denies that it is liable 
td plaintiff for anything, denies that it discriminated against him or in any way 
mistreated him. 

Third Defense 
Any injury or offense occurring to plaintiff is the result of his own misconduct. 

Fourth Defense 
The University of the District of Columbia is non sui juris. 



fl^^Se******"******)*****^^ 
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Fifth Defense 
Any injury or harm occurring to plaintiff is the result of his own contributory negligence. 

Sixth Defense 
By failing to sign and date his application and provide proper documentation of his prior 
creditable educational achievements, plaintiff failed to offer to the University the required 
consideration for admission. 

Seventh Defense 
By failing to even discuss his complaint with a University official, plaintiff waived any right 
or claim to damages for any misunderstandings that may have occurred during his visit to the UDC 
admissions office. 

WHEREFORE, having fully answered the Complaint defendant UDC prays this honorable 
Court to dismiss the instant action with costs to defendant 

Respectfully submitted, 



ROBIN C ALEXANDER $184572] 

University Counsel 

University of the District of Columbia 

4200 Connecticut Avenue, N.W. 

Washington, DC 20008 

202/27^5400 



Certificate of Service 

I certify that copies of the foregoing Motion were mailed, first-class postage prepaid, this 30 th day of 
November, 1998 to Mfhretu Bulti Dasisa, plaintiff pro se, 6217 12 th Street, NLW., Washington, DC 
2001 1; Bright Wood Postal Station, N.W., Washington, DC 2001 1; William Robinson, Esq., 
Associate Generkf Counsel, Howard University, 2400 Sixth Street, MW V Washington, DC 20059; 
and U.S. Housing Authority, 11 33 North Capital Street, N.E., Washington, DC 20002-7599. 



>Wj L Qaz-*— 



Robin C. Alexander 



~%"~ 



tHfcntSSafflftpaaiifcl 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 





// 



MINRETU BULTI DASISA, 
621.7 12th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20011 



Plaintiff, 



v. 



BRIGHTWOOD POSTAL 

STATION, <&&*&£?, i-kx-VarJ Unro. 
Room 6004 ^fUt UjS , HbUS'/IS A*™ ' 
475 L 1 Enfant Plaza, S.W. 
Washington, D.c. 202 60-1100 



Defendants . 



1:98CV02945 



'K^' 



CASE NUMBER 
q JUDGE: Paul L. Friedman 
DECK TYPE: Pro-Se 
DATK STAMP: 12/03/93 

I r il 




D 



dec 3 m 



Ma 
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NOTICE OF REMOVAL OF A CIVIL ACTION 

Federal defendant, Brightwood Postal Station/ respectfully 
notifies this Court as follows: 

1. The United States Postal Serviced Brightwood Postal 
Stallion is a defendant in a civil action now pending in the 
Superior Court of the District of Columbia, Civil Action No. 93- 
0007267, entitled Minretu Bulti Dasisa v. Brightwood Postal 
Station f et al* . 

2. The above-entitled action was filed on September 23 , 
199 8, upon information and belief, Federal defendant has not yet 
been properly served. A copy of the Complaint has been received 
by the Office of the United States Attorney for this District, 



1 This notice does not constitute a general appearance by 
employees of the USPS in their individual capacities, and all 
defenses available to them, including those enumerated in Fed* R. 
Civ. P. 12 and immunity, are reserved. 
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although the Office has not been properly served* A copy of the 
Complaint is attached as Exhibit A. 

3. This notice of removal is brought pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 
§§ 1441, 1442(a), and 1446, because plaintiff's action is one in 
which the district court has jurisdiction. In his Complaint, 
plaintiff appears to assert the tort claim of negligent 
transmittal of mail by USPS employees assigned to the Brightwood 
Postal Station. Plaintiff alleges that these employees failed to 
deliver his mail and that they engaged in "misconduct, 
dishonesty, physical and verbal abuses 11 and "postal fraud". See 
generally . Complaint. Plaintiff is seeking $5,000,000 in damages 
from Federal defendant. 

WHEREFORE, this action now pending in the Superior Court of 
the District of Columbia is properly removed to this Court 
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1441, 1442, and 1446. 

Respectfully submitted,. 




# 358637 
United States Attorney 




NAGLE, D.C. >6aar"# 416364 
Assistant United States Attorney 



V_pBlA m¥ GRlGSSBi; ^MD B^r/^17089776 
Assistant United /states Attorney 
555 Fourth Street, N^W. , Room 9840 
Washington, D.C. 20001 
202/307^0372 



•3h<i 



